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  NOTI CE 
This order is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The 
final version will appear in the 
bound volume of the official 
reports.   

 

 
 

No.   2006AP1944- D  
  
In the Matter of Disciplinary Proceedings  
Against Bruce Nash, Attorney at Law: 
 
 
Office of Lawyer Regulation, 
 
          Complainant, 
 
     v. 
 
Bruce Nash, 
 
          Respondent. 
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OCT 10, 2006 
 

Cor nel i a G.  Cl ar k 
Cl er k of  Supr eme Cour t  

Madi son,  WI  
 

  
 
 
 

The Cour t  ent er ed t he f ol l owi ng or der  on t hi s dat e:  

 
On August  11,  2006,  t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  

f i l ed a di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Br uce Nash 
aski ng t hi s cour t  t o i mpose r ec i pr ocal  di sci pl i ne i dent i cal  t o 
t hat  i mposed on At t or ney Nash by t he I l l i noi s  Supr eme Cour t .   
That  cour t  suspended At t or ney Nash' s I l l i noi s l aw l i cense f or  a 
per i od of  one year ,  ef f ect i ve December  13,  2005.   On August  14,  
2006,  t hi s cour t  i ssued an or der  t o show cause di r ect i ng 
At t or ney Nash t o show cause i n wr i t i ng by Sept ember  5,  2006 why 
t he i mposi t i on of  t he i dent i cal  di sci pl i ne i mposed by t he 
I l l i noi s Supr eme Cour t  woul d be unwar r ant ed.   At t or ney Nash 
f ai l ed t o r espond t o t he or der  t o show cause.  

 
At t or ney Nash' s  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s 

cur r ent l y under  suspensi on.    
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SCR 22. 22( 3)  pr ovi des t hat  t hi s cour t  shal l  i mpose t he 
i dent i cal  di sci pl i ne or  l i cense suspensi on unl ess t he pr ocedur e 
i n t he ot her  j ur i sdi ct i on was so l acki ng i n not i ce or  
oppor t uni t y t o be hear d as t o const i t ut e a due pr ocess 
vi ol at i on;  t her e was such an i nf i r mi t y of  pr oof  est abl i shi ng t he 
mi sconduct  t hat  t hi s cour t  shoul d not  accept  as f i nal  t he 
mi sconduct  f i ndi ng;  or  t he mi sconduct  j ust i f i es subst ant i al l y  
di f f er ent  di sci pl i ne her e.   Nei t her  OLR nor  At t or ney Nash 
cont ends,  nor  does t hi s cour t  f i nd,  t hat  any of  t hese t hr ee 
except i ons exi st .   

 
Accor di ngl y,  
 
I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Br uce Nash t o pr act i ce 

l aw i n t he St at e of  Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  one 
year ,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der  and unt i l  f ur t her  or der  
of  t he cour t ;  

 
I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  t hi s suspensi on does not  af f ect  

t he exi st i ng suspensi ons whi ch wi l l  al so have t o be sat i sf i ed i n 
or der  f or  At t or ney Nash' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n 
t o be r ei nst at ed;  

 
I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  At t or ney Nash shal l  compl y,  i f  

he has not  al r eady done so,  wi t h t he r equi r ement s of  SCR 22. 26 
per t ai ni ng t o act i v i t i es f ol l owi ng suspensi on.  
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